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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 
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1)S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 9/06/01 (the IDS) , 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is the answer to the appHcation submitted on 5/30/2001 . 

2. Claims 1-25 are pending in this apphcation. 

Drawings 

3. This application contains 5 sheets of formal drawings with 9 Figures are 
acceptable for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. § 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), 
by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a 
patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the 
treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an 
application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language, 

35 U.S.C. § 102(e), as revised by the AIPA and H.R. 2215, appUes to all qualifying 
references, except when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting directly or indirectly from 
an international application filed before November 29, 2000. For such patents, the prior 
art date is determined under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as it existed prior to the amendment by 
the AIPA (pre-AIPA 35 U.S.C. § 102(e)). 

4. Claim 1, 5, 8-9, 14, 18, and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being 
anticipate by Meunier (Pub. No. US 2002/0186144 Al). 

A. As to claims L 8, and 18 : Meunier suggests a system and a method for automating a 
vehicle rental process, comprising: 

a vehicle radio transmitter connected to a vehicle navigation system in each rental 
vehicle (see Meunier, the abstract "The system has a vehicle communications unit for 
enabling communication to and from the vehicle", and Figs.l, 3); 
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a Station radio transmitter connected to a rental facility computer in a rental 
vehicle facility (see Meunier, Fig.l); 

means for receiving information from a user (i.e., the transmitter/receiver 
antennas, the communication unit, and the communication medium of a "central 
reservations" (see Meunier, the abstract), and establishing a rental term which is stored in 
the rental facility computer (see Meunier, Fig. 8A), and verifying user information when 
the user arrives at the rental vehicle facility (see Meunier, Fig. 3); 

means for exchanging data by sending the rental term and user information from 
the rental facility computer to the vehicle navigation system through the radio transmitters 
and sending current vehicle condition information including mileage and gas level from 
the vehicle navigation system to the rental facility computer through the radio transmitters 
(see Meunier, the abstract, OBU 18, and Figs. 3, 8A); 

wherein the vehicle navigation system monitors usage of the rental vehicle and 
stores data relating to the usage of the rental vehicle in a memory and sends the stored 
data to the rental facility computer through the radio transmitters for calculating a rental 
fee, thereby- retuming the rental vehicle by confirming the usage of the rental vehicle and 
paying the rental fee by the user (this step is performed by CRMLS, see Meunier, the 
abstract). 

B. As to claims 2-4, 9. 12-13, and 19 : The rationales and reference for a rejection of claim 
18 are incorporated. 

Meunier also suggests a system and a method for automating a vehicle rental 
process, comprising: 

determines the distance traveled by the rental vehicle and records data 
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relating to the distance in the memory (i.e., "OBU transmits new information to 

CRMLS", see Meunier, Fig. 1 IB); and determines if an accident has occurred and records 

data relating to the accident in the memory (see Meunier, Fig. 7A). 

C. As to claims 5, 14, and 22 : Meunier also teaches about utilizing a wireless transceiver 

based on Bluetooth standard for a radio transmitter (see Meunier, para.[0027], and para. 

[0163]). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office Action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject 
matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

5. Claims 20-21, and 10-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C, § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Meunier (Pub. No. US 2002/0186144 Al), 

A. As to claims 10, and 20 : The rationales and reference for a rejection of claim 19 are 
incorporated. 

Meunier also suggests a system and a method for automating a vehicle rental 
process, comprising: transmitting and receiving information, including vehicle's accident 
info, (i.e., location and time, see Meunier, Fig.7A). 

Meunier does not expressly disclose about a destination of the rental vehicle 
before the accident. 

However, this is only extra "non-functional printed material" information that do 
not change the system, or change any step suggested by Meunier. 
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It would have been obvious with one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to add extra information in addition to information aheady taught by Meimier 
for the advantage of clarifying a travel direction/purpose of a renter because these extra 
information may be used for insurance purposes. 

B. As to claim 21 : The rationales and reference for a rejection of claim 19 are 
incorporated. 

Meunier does not expressly disclose about detecting a signal from an air bag 
sensor indicating a deployment of air bags, and records the data conceming a location and 
time of the accident and destination of the rental vehicle before the accident. 

However, deploying an airbag activates a signal, that signal normally suggests an 
accident event is recorded as shown in above-analyzed claim 20; therefore, the same 
rationale and reference set forth are applied herein for an obvious rejection. 

C. As to claim 11 : This claim's limitations are covered in claims 20-21 ; therefore, 
similar rationales and reference(s) set forth are also applied again for an obviousness 
rejection. 

6. Claims 6, 15, 17, 23, and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Meunier (Pub. No. US 2002/0186144 Al), in view of Schofield 
(Pub. No. US 2002/0003571). 

The rationales and reference for a rejection of claim 18 are incorporated. 
Meunier does not disclose the radio transmitter in the rental vehicle or in the 
rental vehicle facility is a wireless transceiver based on IEEE 802.1 lb standard. 

However, Schofield et al. suggest that idea (see Schofield et al, para. [0545]). 
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Meunier does not disclose his system is provided with a Bluetooth transceiver- 
using a 2.45GHz frequency band and a mobile telephone enabled with Bluetooth 
protocol. 

However, Schofield et al, suggest that idea (see Schofield et al., para[0321]). 

It would have been obvious with one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to implement Meunier's patent with Schofield et al.'s idea for using a 
Bluetooth transceiver - using a 2.45GHz frequency band and a mobile telephone enabled 
with Bluetooth protocol for the advantage of incorporating low-energy circuitry and 
components to provide secure communication that is robust against deliberate and 
unintentional interference. 

7. Claims 7, 16, and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Meunier (Pub. No. US 2002/0186144 Al), in view of Gelvin et al. 
(US Pat. 6,735,630). 

The rationales and reference for a rejection of claim 18 are incorporated. 

Meunier does not disclose that a radio transmitter is a wireless transceiver based 
on Home RF standard. 

However, Gelvin et al. suggest that idea for home applications e.g., WINS NG 
and Pico WINS networks (see Gelvin et al., col. 67 lines 55-67). 

It would have been obvious with one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to implement Meunier's patent with Gelvin et al.'s idea for the advantage of 
incorporating low-energy circuitry and components to provide secure communication that 
is robust against deliberate and unintentional interference. 

Conclusion 
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8. Claims 1-25 are not patentable. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CUONG H. NGUYEN whose telephone number is 571- 
272-6759. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30 am - 3:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, THOMAS G. BLACK can be reached on 571-272-6956. The Rightfax 
number for the organization where this application is assigned is 571-273-6759. 

hiformation regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Please provide support, with page and line numbers, for any amended or new 
claim in an effort to help advance prosecution; otherwise any new claim language that 
is introduced in an amended or new claim may be considered as new matter, especially 
if the Application is a Jumbo Application. / 

CUON(J H. NGUYEN 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3661 
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